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In lesponse to the Office Action mailed October 4» 200S, please amend the instant 
qq>licaiion as follows: 

Amendments to die Onims are reflected in the Listing of Claims, which begins on page 2 of 
thispq>er. 

Remarks/Alignments hcffn on page 7 of this paper. 

Applicant hereby petitions for any extension of time in ord^ to submit this Amendment. 
The Office is hereby authorized to diarge any requisite extension of time fee to our Dq)oat 
Accoimt 19^733. If any other fees are required or if an overpayment is made, the 
Commissioner is authorized to debit or credit our D^sit Account No. 19«0733, acoordini^y. 
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AiipliLNa: 10/04^245 
Amendmcm dated Januaiy 4, 2006 
Rqsly to Otfiioe Action October 4, 2005 

permitting the first and second negotiators to select **Bg^" ibr the agiee/defer selector, and 
otherwise inhfl>iting such selectioa There is no basis on which to rely that supports the notion 
that the preventing step of claim 2 could m>t be used with the permitting step of claim 3, becaiise 
the two steps each refer to difibrat fields of the user intei&ce» and thus could be used together if 
the applicant so desires. 

As another exanqple^ there is no disctosure in the s pecifica t ion or limitatkm in the 
language of claim 4 that repeating steps (I) and (3) until the first and second negotiator have 
selected either agree or defer ibr each of the phirality of contract provisions is mutually exclusive 
&om the recitations oC e.g^ chums 2 and 3. 

The otter alleged species are also not muti^lly exclusive 6om each other. For brevity. 
Applicant does not believe it oecesrary to point out the same flaw of the Office Action's 
indication of alleged species of each claim with respect to every other alleged species/claim. 

CONCLUSION 

All r^ections having been addressed, applicant respectfully aibmits that the instant 
application is in condition for allowance; and respectfiiUy solicits prompt iu>tification of the 
same. However, if for any reason the Examii^r telieves the application is not in coidition for 
allowance or there are any questions^ the examiner is reqiiested to contact the undersigned at 
(202)824-3153. 

Respectfiilly submitted, 
BANNER & WirCOFF, LTD. 

Dated this iiyi day of £|n„ 2006 By. /Ross Dannenberjg/ 

RossDannenber^ RegtsttationNo. 49,024 

1001 G Street N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001-4597 
Tel: (202) 824-3000 
Fax: (202)824-3001 
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